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DETAILED ACTION 

1 . Claims 1 -7, 9- 1 0, 1 2- 1 9, 2 1 -23 and 25-34 are currently pending in the application. 

Specification 

2. The disclosure is objected to because of the following informalities: 

The disclosure is objected to because it contains an embedded hyperlink and/or other 
form of browser-executable code [pg. 13, line 1 1; pg. 14, line 13]. Applicant is required to delete 
the embedded hyperlink and/or other form of browser-executable code. See MPEP § 608.01. 

Appropriate correction is required. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 112 

3. The following is a quotation of the second paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 1 12: 

The specification shall conclude with one or more claims particularly pointing out and distinctly claiming the 
subject matter which the applicant regards as his invention. 

4. Claims 14, 21 and 27 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 1 12, second paragraph, as being 
indefinite for failing to particularly point out and distinctly claim the subject matter which 
applicant regards as the invention. 



a. As to claims 14, 21 and 27, it is uncertain as to whether these claims are 
dependent or independent claims. It appears that Applicants intended to claim inventions that 
are of one statutory class which fiirther depends on claim inventions of another statutory class. 
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For examination purposes, Claims 14, 21, and 27 are treated as independent claims that recites 
the same limitation as their corresponding claims 13,19 and 25. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

5. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 

obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set forth in 
section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and the prior art are 
such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was made to a person 
having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by the 
manner in which the invention was made. 

6. Claims 1-7, 9-10, 12-19, 21-23 and 25-34 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103 (a) as being 
unpatentable over Papineau (Papineau, Scott, "Sprint PCS J2ME Application Environment". 
Sprint PCS 3G Early Access Conference, February 6, 2002), cited by Applicant on information 
disclosure statement dated 22 June 2007. 

7. As to Claim 1, Papineau teaches the invention substantially as claimed including a 
computer readable medium having stored therein an object-oriented apphcation program 
interface including a plurality of object-oriented object classes to allow input and output data to 
be communicated between applications, the computer readable medium comprising: 

a) a first object-oriented object class for accepting input data on a Java MlDlet in a 
MlDlet Suite from an application management system on a mobile information device when the 
MIDlet is invoked on the mobile information device, wherein the input data is generated by 
another MIDlet in another MIDlet Suite [pgs. 27, 32 and 37, The "Muglet Class" allows context 
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information to be passed from the class calling the Muglet to the MIDlet being called, thereby 
meeting the claim limitation]; and 

b) second object-oriented object class for setting output data from a MIDlet in a MIDlet 
Suite when the MIDlet is terminated on a mobile information device, wherein the output data is 
available to an application management system on the mobile information device and can be 
used by other applications [pg. 28, The "Apphcation Management System (AMS)" passes 
context information to the MIDlet via the Muglet, thereby meeting the claim limitation]. 

8. Papineau does not specifically teach input data generated by a non-MIDlet application on 
the mobile information device. However, Papineau disclosed passing context into a MIDlet 
using a Muglet class [pgs. 27-28]. Given that MIDlet interaction is limited to MIDlets packaged 
together in the same MIDlet Suite, namely MIDlets are incapable of interacting with MIDlets 
outside of the same MIDlet Suite and non-MIDlet applications as disclosed in applicant's 
background of invention [Specification, pg. 5, line 16-pg. 6, line 7], a person of ordinary skill in 
the art knowing the contmiunication restriction of MIDlets upon reading Papineau would have 
applied Papineau's passing of context into a MIDlet using a Muglet class to address either 
context generated by MIDlets from a different MIDlet Suite or a non-MlDlet application, in 
which subsequent implementation to address one of the two deficiency in current J2ME MIDlets 
would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art. 

9. As to Claim 2, Papineau teaches the invention substantially as claimed including wherein 
the first object oriented object is a Muglet object class [pg. 32]. 
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10. As to Claim 3, Papineau teaches the invention substantially as claimed including wherein 
the Muglet object class includes at least one of a getMediaTypeQ, getContentTypeQ, 
getMugletQ, getReferringURIQ and getURIQ object-oriented classes [pgs. 32 and 34-35]. 

11. As to Claim 4, Papineau teaches the invention substantially as claimed including wherein 
the second object-oriented class is a System object class [pgs. 28-29, The "Class System" used 
by the AMS meets this claim limitation]. 

12. As to Claim 5, Papineau teaches the invention substantially as claimed including wherein 
the System object class includes a setExitURIQ object-oriented method [pgs. 27-28 and 30]. 

13. As to Claim 6, Papineau teaches the invention substantially as claimed including wherein 
input data accepted by the first object-oriented object class and the output data set by the second 
object-oriented class includes a Uniform Resource Indicator (URI) scheme or an Intemet media 
type [pgs. 30 and 34, The "setCallbackURIQ" method for the Class System and the "getURIQ" 
method of Class Muglet meets this claim limitation]. 

14. As to Claim 7, Papineau teaches the invention substantially as claimed including wherein 
the output data set by the second object-oriented object class allows execution control to be 
returned to a previous context being used before the MIDlet was invoked [pg. 35, The 
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"setExitURIQ" function allows execution control to return to the calling MIDlet]. 

15. As to Claim 9, Papineau does not specifically teach the output data can be used by other 
non-MIDlet applications on the mobile information device. However, Papineau disclosed the 
AMS processes context information passed out from a MIDlet to whatever application was set by 
the call to the "Exit URI" functionality of the System class [pg. 28]. Given that MIDlet 
interaction is limited to MIDlets packaged together in the same MIDlet Suite, namely MIDlets 
are incapable of interacting with MIDlets outside of the same MIDlet Suite and non-MIDlet 
applications as disclosed in applicant's background of invention [Specification, pg. 5, line 16-pg. 
6, line 7], a person of ordinary skill in the art knowing the communication restriction of MIDlets 
upon reading Papineau would have applied Papineau's passing of context into and out of a 
MIDlet using object-oriented classes to address either context generated by MIDlets from a 
different MIDlet Suite or a non-MIDlet application, in which subsequent implementation to 
address one of the two deficiency in current J2ME MIDlets would have been obvious to one of 
ordinary skill in the art. 

16. As to Claim 10, Papineau teaches the invention substantially as claimed including 
wherein the output data can be used by other MIDlets in other MIDlet suites on the mobile 
information device [pgs. 28 and 37, The "Generic Connection Framework" using the 
"SfreamConnection" allows the MIDlets to share information between MIDlet Suites]. 
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17. As to Claim 12, Papineau teaches the invention substantially as claimed including 
wherein the mobile information device includes a mobile phone, personal digital assistant, or a 
two way pager [pgs. 4-7]. 

18. As to Claim 13, this claim is rejected for the same reason as claims 1 and 9 above. In 
addition, Papineau teaches the invention substantially as claimed including a method of 
exchanging output data between applications on a mobile information device, the method 
comprising: 

executing a MIDlet on a mobile information device [pg. 32, The "getMugletQ" method of 
the Muglet Class, called to check for input data], 

wherein the MIDlet has an object-oriented method in an object-oriented object class 
available for setting output data from the MIDlet [pg. 34]; and 

before the MIDlet is terminated on the mobile information device, using the object- 
oriented method in the object-oriented class to set output data from the MIDlet [pgs. 28 and 30, 
The processed information is passed out using the "exitURI" in the System class]. 

19. As to Claim 14, Papineau teaches substantially the method for exchanging output data 
between applications, therefore Papineau teaches substantially the computer readable medium 
having stored instructions for implementing the method. 



20. 



As to Claim 15, this claim is rejected for the same reasoning as provided for Claim 5. 
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21 . As to Claim 16, this claim is rejected for the same reasoning as provided for Claim 12. 

22. As to Claim 17, this claim is rejected for the same reasoning as provided for Claim 6. 

23. As to Claim 18, this claim is rejected for the same reasoning as provided for Claim 7. 

24. As to Claim 34, Papineau teaches the invention substantially as claimed including 
wherein the MIDlet is packaged within a MIDlet suite [pg. 37]. 

25. As to Claim 19, this claim is rejected for the same reason as claims 1 and 3 above. In 
addition, Papineau teaches the invention substantially as claimed including a method for 
exchanging input data between applications on a mobile information device, the method 
comprising: 

invoking a MIDlet from an application management system on a mobile information 
device [pg. 32, The "getMugletQ" method of the Muglet Class is called to check for input data]; 

the MIDlet using one or more object-oriented methods in the object-oriented class to 
accept from the application management system the input data [pgs. 4, 28 and 33-34, The 
"Application Management System" (AMS) uses methods of a Muglet class to pass data into the 
called MIDlet]. 
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26. As to Claim 2 1 , Papineau teaches substantially the method for exchanging input data 
between applications, therefore Papineau teaches substantially the computer readable medium 
having stored instructions for implementing the method. 

27. As to Claim 22, this claim is rejected for the same reasoning as provided for Claim 3. 

28. As to Claim 23, this claim is rejected for the same reasoning as provided for Claim 6. 

29. As to Claim 25, this claim is rejected for the same reason as claim 1 above. In addition, 
Papineau teaches the invention substantially as claimed including a method for invoking an 
application as an application handler on a mobile information device, the method comprising: 

invoking a MIDlet from an application management system on the mobile information 
device as a Muglet that acts as a MIDlet handler [pgs. 28, 32 and 35, MIDlet was called as a 
Muglet]; 

wherein the Muglet includes a plurality of object-oriented methods in an object-oriented 
object class available for using input data [pg. 34, The Muglet has several methods used in 
processing content]; 

calling an object-oriented method in the object-oriented object class from the MIDlet 
handler to determine what type of input data will be processed by the MIDlet handler, wherein 
the object-oriented method returns a return value [pg. 35, The "getMediaTypeQ" function 
determines the type of the media to process]; and 



Application/Control Number: 10/808,271 Page 10 

Art Unit: 2194 

processing the input data based on the return value by calling one or more other object- 
oriented methods in the object-oriented object class [p. 37, "Connection Streams" are used after 
open the media to read and write to the media]. 

30. As to Claim 26, Papineau teaches the invention substantially as claimed including 
invoking another MIDlet from the MIDlet handler using the processed input data [pg. 28, The 
processed information is passed out using the "exitURI" in the System class]. 

31. As to Claim 27, Papineau teaches substantially the method for invoking an application as 
an application handler on a mobile information device, therefore Papineau teaches substantially 
the computer readable medium having stored instructions for implementing the method. 

32. As to Claim 28, this claim is rejected for the same reasoning as provided for Claim 6. 

33. As to Claims 29-30, these claims are rejected for the same reasoning as provided for 
Claim 3. 

34. As to Claim 3 1 , Papineau teaches the invention substantially as claimed including 
wherein the MIDlet handler is a URI scheme or Intemet media type handler [pg. 35, The Muglet 
determines what media tj^e it is designated to handle and processes the information 
accordingly]. 
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35. As to Claim 32, this claim is rejected for the same reasoning as provided for Claims 1 and 
9. 

36. As to Claim 33, this claim is rejected for the same reasoning as provided for Claim 6. 



Response to Arguments 

37. Applicant's arguments filed 6/19/08 have been fiiUy considered but they are moot in view 
of the new ground of rejection. 

38. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Qing-Yuan Wu whose telephone number is (571)272-3776. The 
examiner can normally be reached on 8:30am-6:00pm Monday-Thursday and alternate Friday. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessfiil, the examiner's 
supervisor, Meng Ai An can be reached on (571) 272-3756. The fax phone number for the 
organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the Patent 
Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for published applications 
may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status information for unpublished 
applications is available through Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR 
system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on access to the Private PAIR 
system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would 
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like assistance from a USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated 
information system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 

/Meng-Ai An/ /Qing-Yuan Wu/ 

Supervisory Patent Examiner, Art Unit 2 1 95 Examiner, Art Unit 2 1 94 



